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Budget 1: Requested Federal Dollars

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Requesting State 

  (2 letter abbreviation)

7654321
A. Personnel / Labor

7654321
B. Fringe Benefits

7654321
C. Travel

765421
D. Equipment

654321
E. Supplies

65321
F. Contractual

7654321
H.Other

7654321
I. Indirect Costs

7654321
J. TOTAL * 

(sum of A through I)

In each of the columns below, designate the individual state requests for federal funds according to the associated costs identified 
in A. Personnel/ Labor  through I. Indirect Costs.  The TOTAL in Row J should reflect each individual state's funding request.  

7654321
G. Construction

3

4

7

7

* No individual state shall receive more than 15% of total available Redesign funds in any given fiscal year.

TOTAL FEDERAL FUNDS REQUESTED 
(sum of individual state requests as above in J. 1 through 7.

Please check this box if you are attaching a separate Word/Excel document that outlines additional states' requests for 
federal funding not included on this form.

* If additional space is needed, please use the above format and attach a separate Word or Excel document entitled: FEDERAL REQUEST 
to  your email when submitting this form.  Make sure to include all federal requests in the total below.
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In each of the columns below, designate the individual state and partner  contributions to the projects according to the associated 
costs in A. Personnel/Labor through I. Indirect Costs.  The TOTAL in Row  J should reflect the sum of all cash and in-kind 

contributions that each individual state will make towards the project.   Cash contributions or matching funds should be listed as a 
dollar amount with no brackets, i.e. $100,000.  In-Kind Service amounts should be listed as a dollar amount wIth brackets, i.e. 

[$100,000 ].  

B. Fringe Benefits

C. Travel

D. Equipment

E. Supplies

F. Contractual

G. Construction

H. Other

I. Indirect Costs

7654321
J. TOTAL * 

(sum of A through I)

TOTAL STATE AND PARTNER 
CONTRIBUTIONS 

(sum of individual state/partner contributions as above in J. 
1 through 7.

* If additional space is needed, please use the above format and attach a separate Word or Excel document entitled: CONTRIBUTIONS to 
your email when submitting this form.  Make sure to include all contributions in the  total below.

Please check this box if you are attaching a separate Word/Excel document that outlines additional state/partner 
contribtions not listed on this form.
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